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Where the jurisdiction of a court is exclusive and has once lawfully attached, the court may proceed to final judgment unless 
some constitution or statute operates to divest that particular court of jurisdiction. ! However, the divestiture of jurisdiction from 
a state circuit court is an extreme undertaking, and statutes so doing are to be strictly construed.” Any divestiture of the district 


court's jurisdiction cannot be inferred from statutory silence? but the legislature's intent must be declared explicitly and clearly,“ 
and thus in the absence of such language, a court's jurisdiction continues where jurisdiction attached at the time the suit was 


properly filed. Once a trial court is divested of jurisdiction, any attempt by it to continue to exhibit authority over the case, 


whether by amending the judgment or entering subsequent judgments, is void.° 


When jurisdiction is based on the residence of some of the defendants within a certain district, the court loses its jurisdiction 
to proceed further if, because of dismissal of the suit as to all of the resident defendants, there remains only a nonresident 


defendant.’ 


A valid transfer of a case from one court to another deprives the first court of jurisdiction of the case.® 


Even where a trial court loses jurisdiction over a case 30 days after an order of dismissal, the parties may be deemed to have 


revested the court with jurisdiction by continuing their voluntary participation in the proceedings.” 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 


Cases: 


WESTLAW 


§ 97. Loss of jurisdiction, 20 Am. Jur. 2d Courts § 97 


The trial court loses jurisdiction over a case after it becomes final, with the exception that the trial court has jurisdiction to 


entertain a timely filed motion for relief from judgment, decrees, or orders. Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.540. Rodriguez v. Temperature 
Concepts, Inc., 267 So. 3d 36 (Fla. 4th DCA 2019). 


Revestment is an equitable principle, and it refers to the circuit court reacquiring jurisdiction over a case after the court has lost 


jurisdiction due to the entry of a final order and the passage of 30 days. Schaffer v. Greenview Home Builders and Cabinetry 
Designers, Inc., 2020 IL App (2d) 190230, 443 Ill. Dec. 729, 162 N.E.3d 363 (App. Ct. 2d Dist. 2020). 
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